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To the Auther of the Occafional Reverberator. 


Srr, 


NCQURAGED by your favourable Promife I fend 
I you the following Letter, your Publication of 
which will greatly oblige, Your Humble Servant, 


The Inp. Rercector. 


ALETTER tthe ment f Paper publifoed 
in the New-York Mercury, N° 56, fgned Z.&. 


Reverend SIR, 


E FORE [enter upon the more immediate 
Confideration of your Performance, I think 
myfelf obliged to thank you for acquainting 
the Publick of your being a Clergyman. 
I fhould take it extremely kind in all the 

Gentlemen of the Cloth, who may hereafter honour 
me with their faletary [nftractions, would they, in this 
particular, follow your ufeful Example. For, it being 
impoffible to diftinguith my clerical from my lay 
Antagonifts, either by the Piety or Learning of their 
Compofitions, (both of which we my expect would 
fhine with fuperior Luftre in the Writings of the 
former) I might ignorantly be deficient in that 
Refpeé& which I fhould otherwife never fail to pay 
them. Befides, could I always be affured what came 
from the Clergy, I fhould be apt to allow it fome 
fecret Force and Solidity, the Non-Appearance of 
which I fhould be ready to impute to my own Dulnefs 
of Apprehenfion ; whereas, when I find myfelf at- 
tacked by a /ay Brother, I am extremely ept to infitt 
upon plain Reafon, before I alter my Sentiments. 

It muft, however, be owned, Sir, that tho’ you 
had not fuggefted yourfelf to be of the Funttion, you 
have given us fome Strokes that would have rendered 
the Matter too probable for a reafonable Queftion. 
Your great Zeal for external Religion, and the Decora- 
tion of Churches (which you prefumptuoully ftile /acred 
Edifices, as if an Attribute of the adorable Deity could 
inhere in Wood and Stone) would have come with 
bat an ill Grace from a Layman. 

Your Paper now before me was, it feems intended 
for a Refutation of the Independent Reflector, N® 36 
and 37, on the Ab/urdity of the civil Magiftrate’s 
interfering in Matters of Religion. Whether you have 
in fat, confated my Arguments laid down in thofe 
Papers, when you not fo much as mentioned one 
of them, muft be fabmitted be the ee Public. 
But if have been {paring of your Reafonings, you 
bare bee exceeding “208 in Caiimay and fil-Lan- 
guage. For Proof of this I will cite your own Words, 
* As to his Fleers, malicious Invettives, and Scoffs, 


“ heretofore thrown out againft the Clergy, indifcri- 
** minately ; although the Public have been admonith'd 
“ that they were levelled at Chriftianity itfelf, yet the 
“« Animadverfions thereon, with a juft Severity, might 
** feem to proceed with a lefs becoming Grace from 
“ the Clergy, than from Gentlemen of the Laity, 
* who might have difcerned the Malevolence extend- 
“ ing to the Difreputation and Scandal of Religion, 
“« which every good Layman ought to refent; as he 
« muft efteem the Inflitution of his blefled Redeemer, 
“ calculated and defigned for Purpofes of the greatett 
« Importance, to the Happinefs of Mankind; a 
«« Subject too facred for the Lampoons and Scoffs of 
*« witling Seriblers, &c.” 

As you fpeak of your Antagonifts at the Clofe of 
the above Paflage in the plural Number, and undes the 
Character of witling Scriblers, I thould not have 
thought myfelf concerned in the Matter, had you not 
fet out with a Defign of anfwering the — 
Refie&or, who, | aflure you, Sir, never conceived 
felf to confift of a Duality of Perfons. But as you 
plainly intend me in your Introduétion, | am apt to 
fuppote that your great Zeal for external Religion, to 
which you are pleafed to think me an Enemy, has 
urged you in Imagination, thus unmercifully to fplit 
me in fwe 

If you have not read my Papers, Sir, you are really 
inexcufable for writing againft them. If you have, 
you cannot be ignorance that this Charge is abfolutely 
groundlefs. I have been fo far from throwing out 
Fleers and Scofs againft all the Clergy of all Denomina- 
tions indifcriminately, that | have not Only diftinguithed 
the Good from the Bad, or in other Words, the Clergy 
of real Piety, from thofe whofe Religion is only external, 
and fpoken of the former with as great Honour as of 
the latter with Difgrace ; but have moreover publifhed 
a whole Paper to prevent thofe very Afperfions which 
tho’ from time to time refuted, your Reverence, hath 
here with fingular Confidence thought proper to refume. 
Nay, I challenge you, Sir, to produce one Sentence 
out of all my Writings, that will, agreeable to the 
Rules of Conftruétion, and a proper Kegard to Ante- 
cedents, fupport your calumnious Accufation. . Why 
the Public has therefore been admonifhed they were 
levelled againfi Chrifiianity it/elf, you and the ref of 
fuch Admonifbers can beft account for. That “ the 
« Inftitution of our blefied Redeemer is calculated and 
« defigned for Purpefes of the greateit Importance to 
*«* the Happinefs of Mankind,” I no more doubt thao 
I do my own Exi I efteem it the molt inefi- 
mable Blefing that Heaven ever beftowed on finful 
Men, and in Proportion to my Veneration for this 
facred Inftitution, is my Abhorrence of Priefteraft, 
which has fo villainoufly perverted and dishgured ix. 
Tho’ you have been repeatedly told of your thread- 
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bare Artifice of confounding the Gofpe! of the Holy 
Jefos, with the arrogant Claims, and fanciful Superad- 
ditions of carnal Priefts; yet you ftill reprefent my 
deteéting the latter as a defign to undermine the for- 
mer. A Conduét this, beneath the Charaéter of one 
who ought to exhibit a fuperior Degree of that Chatity 
fo warmly recommended by Chrift and his Apoftles. 
A Charity, not prompting Men to expend their For- 
tunes in the Déroration of Churches, and external Religion, 
but infpiring them with Candour and Ingenuity, and 
teaching them to put the moft favourableConiiruction on 
a Perfon’s Words and A@ions. Of this Charity ] am 
forry to fee a Gofpel Minifter fo utterly deftitute. For, 
what Reafon have you, from any of my Reficétions, for 
the above Suggeftion? And yet you either intended this 
Paffage, to perfuade the Public that | do not efteem 
the Inftitation of our Redeemer fo calculated and 
defigned, or you inferted ic without intending any 
Thing by it. The latter I cannot well fuppofe, with- 
out Difrefpe& to the venerable Society whofe Mitlio- 
nary you are, and who cannot be prefumed to keep in 
pay, a Servant who writes without Meaning. If you 
intended the former, it was incumbent on you to have 
cited Paflages from my Papers, to fupport fo malicious 
an Infinaation. As I thus efteem the Chriftian Dif- 
penfation, a divine Inftitution, fo, as | have elfewhere 
faid, am I equally convinced that the Clergy are an 
Order of Men appointed by the bleffed Founder of 
our holy Religion. Their Commiifion is exprefs to 
teach and baptize, and they have the Promife of uner- 
ring Truth, that Chrift will be with them in fo doing 
to the End of the World. If I have afferted any 
Thing, that in the Opinion of Men of Candour and 
Integrity is capable of a different Interpretation, | am 
forry | was not more cautious. I do therefore take 
this Opportunity, in the moft folemn Manner to teftify 
my Belief of the Divinity of the Scriptures, and the 
divine Inftitution of the Clergy ; and if you, Sir, after 
this, thall infinuate the Contrary, ‘till you have Reafon 
for fach Infinuation from any fubfequent Expreflions 
of mine, that will bear no other Codlitebilon, I thall 
take the Liberty, mavgre your Canonicals, to treat 
you as a wilful Calamniator. 

At the fame Time be pleafed to remember, Sir, that 
in the above Commiffion to the Clergy, there is not a 
fingle Syllable about fleecing the Laity, nor ufurping 
temporal Dominion. 

That the Inflitution of our bleffed Redeemer is a Subje& 
too facred for the Lampeons and Scoffi of witling Scriblers, 
I do as chearfully agree with you, and fhall always 
r Abhorrence of every Scribbler who 
makes it fo. But this, again, [am ata Lofs to find 
the Reafon of your inferting in a Paper againft me, 
uniefs you intended by it to infinuate, that I had made 
it a Subject for Lampoons and Scoffs. And if this 
was your Defign, you muft again give me Leave to 
charge you with wilful Slander ; and if you make any 
Pretenfions to good Breeding, you cannot avoid either 
giving me Satisfaétion for the Injury, by retracting 


the Charge, or fupporting it by Quotations from the 


RefieGor. ‘Till either of which is done, you cannot 
efcape being a fecond Time detected for a Calumniator. 
Thas far, Sir, your Paper, were your Infinuations 
really founded in Trath, hath not the leaft Appearance 
of an Argument, againft what you fet out with dif- 
proving: but would be equally pertinent on any other 
ubje& on which you had done me the Honour to enter 
the Lifts with me. Whether the mext Paflage draws 
nearer to the Merits of the Caufé) will bef appear by 
Rating the Controverfy between us, and than pro- 
ducing your Reafoning in your own Words. The 
Propofition which you oppofe and I maintain in 
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the Reflefor, isthe Mbfurdity of the Magiftate’s inter fe- 
ring in Matters of Religion. The fir Argument you 
advance againft me, runs thus, “ But thefe Numbers 
** now before me, have opened the Scene beyond all 
* Difguife, and plainly given the good People of this 
“ Province to underitand, that they are all alike infa- 
“ tuated, fo far as they have a zealous Concern for 
“ any Thing whatfoever of external Religion, and 
“ think they promote their own and others Welfare, 
“ by attending religious Affemblies, contributing to 
“ the Support of God's public Worthip, or Orna- 
* ment of thefe facred Edifices, which becaufe fet 
* apart for the folemn Rites of Religion, for this 
* Relation to God, are juftly eiteemed his holy 
“ Temples.”” Now, Sir, pray give me leave to afk 
you, whether, from the Affertion of my having giver 
plainly to underfland, &c. a Perfon who had not read 
the Numbers referred to, would not be led to think, 
that I had aétually faid fo? At leat it would be 
thought I had plainly fuggefted as much. I maf 
therefore infift, according to the Laws of fair Difpu- 
tation, on your producing in your next, either the 
Affertion or Infinuation. Does my afferting, that the 
Magittrate has no right to interfere in Matters of 
Religion, fuppofe that the People ought to have no 
Religion of their own chufing ? Does it not plainly 
infer the Contrary ? Have | delivered a Syllable about 
the People’s being infatuated, or againft their promoting 
their own Welfare? Did 1 ever write about external 
Religion, which is a Contradiftion in Terms? Have 
I not, on the Contrary, defined the Religion in which 
the Magiftrate has no right to interfere, to refide in 
the Heart? And has this any Thing co do with the 
Decoration of boly Edifices ? 

Truly, Sir, when one cenfiders your grofs Mifre- 
prefentations, he muft acknowledge, that my treating 
you like a Gentleman, is a convincing Proof of my 
having more Refpect for your Cloth, than for the 
Perfon who wears it. 

Pray, do you imagine, that Chriitianity requires for 
its Support, the low Artifices of Obloquy and Falfhood? 
Is is not beneath the Character of a Chriftian, aPhi- 
lofopher, a Gentleman, to revile initead of reafon, aad 
charge an Adverfary with what he never held? 

You go on and fay, “ If external Actions of this 
“ Kind proceed from any found Opinions in Religion, 
«“ and are any Ways ferviceable to procure God's 
«“ Favour and Blefling, or to improve the Perfons 
* themfelves in divine Knowledge, Faith and Virtue, 
** as the means of their greateft Comfort in this World, 
« and everlafting Feliety in the World to come, & 
«* will be a direét Refutation of my bold Affertions, 
that Matters of Religion relate to another World, and 
bawe nothing ta do with the Intereft of the State, the fof 
refides iv the Hearts and Confciences of Men, and the latter 
in the outward Peace and Profperity of the Public. Here, 
Sir, I admit your Premiffes, but challenge you to 
prove your Confequence. Your Argument reduced to 
a Syllogifm, ftands thus, 

External A@tions of this Kind proceed from found 
Opinions in Matters of Religion, and are ferviceable 
to procure God's Favour and Blefling, and to improve 
the Perfons themfelves in divine Knowledge, Faith and 
Virtue, as the Means of their greateft Comfort in this 
World, and everlafting Felicity in the World to come, 

THEREFORE, ' 

The Magiftrate has a to interfere in Matters 
of Religion. ‘The A ao peop is de- 
monttrable in a few Wi For nal 


A@ions which the Magiftrate is infifted upon to have — 


Right to interfere i fappofed to proceed from 
re Principles in diigion, sthich no external Inter- 
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fition can infill. Secondly, it is not the Magiftrate's 
afinefs to procure the Felicity of his Subjeéts in a fu- 
ture World, bat only to confult their Happinefs in the 
prefent. And thirdly, the greateft Part of all the 
Magiftrates in the World are Infidels, and the Promo- 
tion of Infidelity, cannot procure the Divine Blefling. 
Pray, Sir, how does it follow, that becaufe external 
Aétions proceed from found Opinions in Reli- 
gion, and are any Ways ferviceable to procure God's 
Favoor and Bleffing, that therefore the Magiftrace has 
a Right to obtrude it on the People? Is he appointed 
to improve his Subjeéts in divine Knowledge, Faith, 
and Virtue; or to exercife the Laws for their temporal 
Wellbeing ? Is the Magiftrate to dire€&t the People how 
to procure the divine Bleffing, or are they to follow 
the Didtates of their own Confcience ? Has a political 
Ruler a Commiffion to interpofe in Matter of religious 
Speculation, which are only cognizable by the divine 
Tribanal ? 

Surely never was their more Abfurdity ctowded in 
fo fmali a Compafs ! 

Indeed, was it poffible for the Magiftrate to implant 
Religion in the Hearts of Men, he fhould have my 
Voice for fo glorious an Employment. But to expect 
that a Magiftrate can make any Man confcientioufly 
ferve, praife, and adore the Deity, and work in his 
Soy} a Conformity to the divine Will, in which true 
Religion confifts, is fuch Nonfenfe as I never expetted 
to hear from a Chriftian Clergyman. 

I fhall now beg Leave to thew, that however your 
Pofitions, in the Paper ander Confideration, may tend 
to the Advancement of Priefleraft, and external 
Religion, they do by unavoidable Confequence, under- 
mine the Caufe of Chriftianity: And this I thal! not 
do, after your Reverend Example by bare Affertion, 
but by evident Demonftration. For if the fupreme 
Magiftrate hath a Right to interfere in Matters of 
Religion, he has that Right as fupreme Magiftrate ; 
and if fo, every fupreme Magiftrate has that Right. 
The fame Right, therefore, which the French King 
has to eftablith Chriftianity, or rather Popery in France, 
the Sultan has-to eftablith Mahomati/m in Turkey ; and 
the fame Right the Sultan has to eftablihh Mabomati/m 
in his Empire, be has to abolifh Chriftianity in it, 
becaufe the Growth of Chriftianity is inconfifent with 
the flourifhing of Mahomati/m. 

Again, if the Magiftrate has a Right to eftablifh an 
certain Religion, and of Confequence to punifh all 
Religions oppofite to or deftractive of the Religion 
eftablithed, then were the Apoftles rightfully martyr’d, 
becaufe they all taught a Religion oppofite to and 
deftruétive of the Religion eftablifthed ; Nor ought 
Chriftianity upon this Suppofition to be ever propa- 
gated among Infidels, becaufe fuch Propagation muft 
unavoidably be wrong, as being oppofite to what is 
right, to wit, the Eftablifhment of tbat Religion where 
it is propagated, and to which it is repugnant. Nay, 
Sir, fo notable a Defender are you of the Chriftiana 

Religion, that the Confequences naturally flowing 
from your Premifies, juftify the Crucifixion of our 
Saviour, who taught a Religion fubverfive of that 
eftablifhed in the Roman Empire. 

Thefe, Sir, are genuine Inferences from your Affer- 
tions, and agreeable to thefe, you are obliged in 7 urkey 
to recognize the Arabian Impoftor for the Sent of 
God ; in China to pay divine Honours to Confufius ; 
and in Portuga/ to worthip Saints and Images. Nor 
perhaps, Sir, would you, in Romie Countries have 
any Objeétion againft embracing Popery, in as much 
as it # not only the sag Religion, but has the 
additional Advantage of being recommended by a vat 
Namber of decorated Temples, and all the Pomp of 
external Religion, 
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As I fall for the fature have an Opportunity to ex- 
amine your Charges againft me, by the Favour of the 
Reverberator, 1 thould be glad, Sir, to enter with you 
into a previous Stipulation to the following Purpofe. 
If you will foberly examine any of the Pofitions in 
the Independent Reflefor, with an apparent Love for 
Truth and es and only maintain the Colour of 
an Argument, I fhall with the utmoft Refpeét embrace 
all your Reafons, which I cannot clearly confute ; and 
make a public Recantation of every Thing I have 
before advanced, and you have thewn to be erroneous. 
And the like Conduét I expe& from you. Every 
Propofition you arge, I fhall allow its utmoft Force 
and Energy ; for to me it is perfectly indifferent what 
Sentiments I entertain, after J am convinced of their 
Truth. Whence I thall retraét all my prefent Princi- 
ples, as faft as you prove them to be falfe ; becaufe, as 
nothing attaches me to them at prefent, but a Perfua- 
fion of their Verity, I fhall as readily embrace their 
Oppofites, whenever I meet with preponderating Evi- 
dence in their Favour. But if your Reverence thall 
again affert, that I have a Defign to bring the Religion 
of Jesus Curist into Contempt, without citing Paf- 
fages from the Reflefor, to {upport the Affertion, | thall 
beg Leave to think you act beneath the Dignity of your 
Charaéter, and fliall accordingly defpife and forgive 
you. While I am convinced of the Abfurdity of the 
Magiftrate’s interfering in Matters of Religion, I have 
an undoubted Right to pablifh fuch my Sentiments, 
as you, Sir, have an equal Right to oppofe them. 
But that I ought, therefore, to be charged with a Defign 
againft Chriftianity, I cannot reconcile to my Notions 
of fair Argumentation, or Chriftian Charity ; efpecially 
as the mprery paic 4 of my Doétrines have a Tendency 
direétly the Reverfe, in as much as Hiftory and Expe- 
rience evince, that Chriftianity has always flourithed 
moft where it had not the Magiftrate on its Side. 
rte * will not ny ear me, Reverend Sir, when I 

eclare itas my hamble Opinion, that Chriftianity 
never has, spon reap fo much Advantage from 
the Magiftrate’s interfering in religious Matters, as it 
would ffom fome of our jpiritual Srerteaes exhibiting 
as ftrong Proofs of internal Piety, and the Influence of 
the Spirit, as they do of their Zeal for the Decoration 
of ches and external Religion. That you in parti- 
cular, Sir, may be an illeftrious Example of the far- 
mer, is the Worift that is withed you, by 


Reverend S$ 1 R, 
Your Moft Humble Servant, 


The inp. Rerrecror. 


Another Latter to the fame Rew. Divine, in Anfwer 
to fomething for or againf? me, in laft Monday's 
Mercury. , 


Rev. SIR, 


FTER all the Abfurdity and want of Argument 
A in your former Lucubrations, I had expected 
that you would, at laft, have attempted to fay fome- 
thing in fapport of your Hypothefis for ecclefiaftical 
Tyramny. But bow far you have been argumentative 
in your Rhapfody, will beft appear from an impartial 
View of it. As you feem to deny, that “ Maukind are 
“* naturally free, ith Refpeét to a Right of Domj- 
“ nion, upon a vality,” you are to prove the 
contrary, fo wit all the human Race are bora 
under Slavery, fome particular Perfons have a 
Right to exercifea i 
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and Antecedent to, any Compact entered into by the 
People. For unlefs you evince this, your bare Affer- 
tion, that it is a whimfical Foundation, will not con- 
vince Men, who prefer conclufive Reafoning to the 
ipfe dixit of the Prieft. In the mean Time, it is unde- 
niably evident, that they would not have acted ratio- 
nally in fabjeéting themfelves from the Profpect of any 
Advantages unequivalent to their natural Liberty. And 
that it is anreafonable to fuppofe rational Creatures, 
aéted rationally in an Affair of fo much Moment, as 
cooftituting the Civil Policy, You will excufe me, for 
not believing, upon your notable Argument, that 
Adam a&ied irrationally in Paradife, and kjau in felling 
bis Birthright. Your Syllogifm ftands thus. Adam 
and Effau, in two particular Inflances, atted irratio- 
nally : Therefore all Mankind a¢ted fo in theFormation 
of Civil Societies. The reft of this Paragraph, con- 
cerning Perfons fometimes complaining without Rea- 
fon, militates about as much againft my Sentiments, as 
it does againft the Hiftory of Tom Thumb. 

You are pleafed in the next Place, to find Fault 
with the Refefor’s fappofing, that, a Controverfy 
about a Man's faying his Prayers ftanding or kneeling, 
or whether a plaied Surplice. or fweeping Cloak, be 
moft apoftolic, is of no greater Importance to the Com- 
mon Wealth, than the Queftion, whether Pope Joan 
was aMan ora Woman. After you had called this 
a propbane Sneer, Sir, it might be expeéted you fhould 
have adduced fome Proof in maintenance of fo fevere a 
Charge, befides the Priefly Reafon, that “ various 
« Denominations of Chriftians, think them of fo much 
« Importance, as to be the Subjects of Difpute, and too 
* eager Controverfy.” For you cannot be ignorant, 
that there have been too cager Controverfies about 
Things of no Importance at all ; witnefs the horrible 
Uproar made by fome of your Predeceffors, about 
wearing a Surplice. How then can the Controverfies 
that have been agitated about thefe Points, preve them 
tobe of Importance, efpecially, when, as you con- 
fefs, the Controverfies themfelves, eager ; that 
is, in plain Englith, beyond what rtance of 
the Matter controverted, did reafonably requires Pray, 
Sir, do you entertain your Congregation with fuch 

' . 


Logic ? Howshappy the People who are blefied with 
fo fagacious ajGuide ! Pleafe, therefore, in your next 
Performance, (for itfeems the Public is to be favoured 
witha Continuation of your Dreams) to thew how, or 
why amy Diipute about a Man's faying his Prayers 
ftanding or kneeling ; Or whether a plaited Surplice of 
fweeping Cloak, be mofi apoitolic, is ef more Impor- 
tance to the Intereft of the Common Wealth, than 
whether Pope Joan was aMan or a Woman. I fay, 
Sir, you are either obliged to do this, or retraét your 
Charge of Prophanefs againit me, for afferting the con- 
trary. 

Your next Obfervation is, that I have the Sentiments 
of all the polite Part of Mankind againft me, ancient 
and modern : Here, Sir, you cannot get clear, either 
of a wilful Falfhood or the grofleft Ignorance : Becaufe 
I am fupported in my Sentiments on this Subjeét by the 
prefent Bifhop of Winchefler, Mr. Locke, Sir Algernon 
Sidney, Mr. Hooker, and many more of the gt eatett 
Geniufes, that have adorn’d the Englifh Nation, Bithop 
Hoadley has exprefsily delivered the Doétrine I advance, 
and after printed his Sermon, and his prefent Majefty 
diffolved the Convocation, for endeavouring to turn 
the Nation topfy-turvey, by perfecuting the pious Pre- 
late, for that unpardonable Crime of {peaking and 
writing the Truth. A Convocation, Sir, compofed 
of juft {uch flaming, fulminating Ectlefiaflics as your 
Reverence appears to be. In Anfwer to your long 
Quotation from Chandler's Defence, I fhall only fay, 
that in Plots and Rebellions againit the Kings of Eng- 
land, none have ever exceeded High-Chureh. 

You find, Sir, that However you may expatiate in 
the Pulpit, Iam determined in Mr. Gaine, to keep you 
to your Text. Iardently long for your next Perfor- 
mance ; and inthe mean Time, beg Leave, with pro- 
found Refpett, to kifs the Hem of your venerable Pet- 
ticoat, and fubfcribe myfelf, 


Rev. Sir, 
Your moft devoted, 


The Inperenpent REFiecror. 


T HAVE received the Letter figned ¥. and another fubfiribed Prefouteros, for which I thank the 
refpethive Authors, the Continuance of whofe Corre{pondence I fall efteem a fignal Honour. 
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